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PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal from the district court's order denying
relief ontheir 42 U.S. C. 88 1983, 1985, 1986, 1988 (1988), and 18
U S. C 88 1962, 1964 (1988) conplaint as to Appellee Virginia State
Bar. W have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion
and find noreversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reason-

i ng of the district court. Burcher v. McCaul ey, No. CA-94-328 (E. D

Va. Cct. 28, 1994); see Equi pnent Finance G- oup, Inc. v. Traverse

Conput er Brokers, 973 F.2d 345 (4th Cr. 1992) (discussing appel -

| ate revi ew of premature appeal s under the doctrine of cunul ative
finality).” We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFlI RVED

" W note that Appellants' failure to note an appeal of the
district court's Decenber 21, 1994, order deprives us of jurisdic-
tion to consider that order.



